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ABSTRACT 

 

 

 

Swearing is considered as one of the interesting social phenomena in our society and it is quite 

prevalent in our daily life conversation. People usually swear to express feelings, emotions 

and even solidarity. However, there are also people who swear because they feel better when 

swearing. Swearing is often associated with offensive and bad language and most people 

perceived this particular phenomenon negatively. Undoubtedly, vulgar words and something 

taboo is commonly related to swearing. This study aims to analyze the usage of swear words 

or vulgar words in the parliamentary context of Malaysia. This study employed a qualitative 

research method. Five recorded videos in the context of parliamentary debate are transcribed 

to analyze the research questions of the study. The findings revealed that there were 

utterances of swear words used among the parliamentary members when debating and 

discussing over certain issues in the parliamentary setting. There were three propositional 

categories of swear words uttered by the participants namely abusive swearing, dysphemistic 

swearing and emphatic swearing. 

 

Keywords: Swearing, unparliamentary languages, Malaysian Parliament 
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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

 

 

 

1.0 OVERVIEW OF THE CHAPTER 

 
This chapter discusses the issue that will be addressed by this study. This chapter discusses 

the essential elements of the study which includes the background of the study, the statement 

of the problem, research objectives and research questions, the significance of the study and 

the definition of terms utilized in this particular study. 

 

 

1.1 Background of the Study 
 

1.1.1 Language and Swearing 

 
 

According to Edward Sapir, the American anthropologist-linguist, language is a purely 

human and non-instinctive way of interacting. Language is indeed a fundamental aspect in 

fostering the relationship between human beings since it is one of the essential platforms of 

communication. It helps us to understand each other. Reddy (2017) stated that language is a 

medium for interaction, switching ideas, comprehending feelings of others and for the 

development of the human surviving on this planet. To elaborate more, Gan, David and 

Dumanig (2015) highlighted that it is crucial for us to practice politeness in any 

communication and conversation we encounter. However, there is an aspect of impoliteness 

in interacting with each other whereby one might utter something offensive or rude to the one 

he talks to. 

According to Culpeper (2005) as cited in Hiba Nasrullah Mohammed and Nawal 

Fadhil Abbas (2016), when a speaker converse a purposely face-attack or when the hearer
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apprehend a certain behaviour as consciously face-attacking, it will be considered as an act of 

impoliteness. Swearing is one of the main aspects of impoliteness. Intan Norjahan Azaman, 

Naem Farveez Azim Azmi, Marlyna Maros and Kesumawati Abu Bakar (2017) mentioned in 

their study that swearing has always been linked to an aspect of impoliteness. The word choice 

and language used by certain people tend to cause discomfort and offence. It is undoubtedly true 

that we tend to swear a lot and it might express multitude feelings; sad, angry and even happy 

and excited. Steinmetz (2016) described that the utterances of swear words can uplift the 

discomfort in someone. The issue of impoliteness is one of the reasons that triggers and 

motivates me to study further about this particular phenomenon. 

1.1.2 Language in Parliamentary Settings 

 
 

Gati (2014) mentioned that there was a high chance that swearing occurs in an informal 

setting especially among friends and family members. Furthermore, a study by Jay and 

Janschewitz (2008) found that people were most likely to use swear words during informal 

occasions including athletic competition, working class laborer conversations and bar 

interactions. 

Contrarily, we rarely witness the occurrences of swearing in formal settings such as in 

parliamentary debate or court hearing and proceeding settings as well as in formal speeches 

by prominent figures. David, Govindasamy and Nambiar (2009) highlighted that Malaysian 

Parliament consists of the King, the Senate (Dewan Negara) and the House of 

Representatives which is also known as the Dewan Rakyat. To further clarify, according to 

The Role of Parliament in Promoting Good Governance (2012), parliament is a legislature 

that plays a significant role in the life of a nation which is responsible for making new laws, 

change existing laws and repeal laws which are no longer needed. In reference to the Official 

Portal of the Parliament of Malaysia, parliament is the supreme legislative body of a usually 
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major political unit that comprises a series of individual assemblages which are accountable 

in passing, amending and repealing acts of law in Malaysia. 

Bahasa Malaysia is the official language in pursuant to the National Language Acts 

1963/67 [Act 32], Bahasa Malaysia is Malaysia's official language. Nevertheless, English 

language may be permitted for any official purposes. Apart from that, Meng, Hei and David 

(2011) stressed that it is essential to practice politeness and communicate in a proper manner 

specifically during the parliamentary debate sessions. Likewise, Methven (2018) highlighted 

that the use of swear words or offensive language deserves to be penalized and disciplined. 

 

 
1.1.3 Swearing/ Unparliamentary Language in Parliamentary Setting 

 
 

As much as we are guided to communicate in a well proper manner and use good and formal 

language, there are still some situations that can happen which lead to misunderstanding 

among the members of the parliament. There are possibilities in which swear words or 

offensive language be uttered in any parliamentary debate sessions. To illustrate more, 

Feldman, Lian, Kosinski and Stillwell (2017) mentioned that the usage of swear words or 

taboo words have a likelihood of misapprehension. They further described that the practice of 

obscene language is considered as improper and impermissible. 

Correspondingly, Harris (2019) stated that cursing or swear words that are used in 

parliamentary sessions to offend someone is deemed as unparliamentary language. Thus, the 

different findings and statements that I read have motivated me to further focus on the study 

of swearing among members of parliament in a parliamentary setting. This research shall be 

exploring the themes of swearing specifically unparliamentary language in Malaysian 

parliament debate context. 
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1.2 Statement of the Problem 

 
 

Swearing is usually associated with emotions especially when people want to express the 

feeling of anger or frustration. The average cursing among humans is about 80 times per day 

and more than three times per hour (Mckelle, 2015). This shows that the occurrences of 

swearing among humans are significant whereby it is indeed true that we do swear on a daily 

basis. . Looking at the study done by Guvendir (2015), he found that male swear more than 

females. Furthermore, Gil (2016) found that the word ‘fuck’ was uttered for 1000 times by 

men meanwhile it was found that women used the particular word for about 167 times in the 

early of 1990. 

On the other hand, the parliamentary system is always associated with a formal type 

of setting and it has its own jargon. For instance, we often heard parliamentary terms such as 

‘request for information’, ‘amendment’, ‘referendum’, ‘obtain the floor’ and ‘parliamentary 

inquiry’ being uttered in parliamentary settings. In reference to Standing Orders of The 

Dewan Rakyat, the official language of the House shall be Bahasa Malaysia, but Tuan Yang 

di-Pertua may permit the use of the English Language. To add, Standing Order 36 (10) also 

ruled out that Members of Parliament shall not use treasonable words, seditious words and 

words that are likely to promote the feelings of ill will or hostility and they are considered as 

unparliamentary or derogatory when referring to individuals at any sitting. This means that 

Members of Parliament are guided to use polite and appropriate language when interacting in 

a parliamentary debate. Contrarily, Hidir Reduan (2018) mentioned that there was an 

occurrence of foul language that has caused a stir in Malaysian Parliament. In addition, 

Hemananthani Sivanandam, Martin Carvalho, Rahimy Rahim and Tarrence Tan (2019) stated 

that there was a war of words between two Members of Parliament during the parliamentary 

debate that resulted in one of them retracting a Malay curse word. Therefore, this is 

contradicting with the rules that have been outlined by Standing Orders of the Dewan Rakyat. 
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Furthermore, I have encountered several video recordings of Malaysia’s parliamentary 

debate that used the language differently contradicting. For instance, Kaur (2018) mentioned 

that Bung Moktar who represents Kinabatangan was caught uttering a swear word during the 

discussion in a parliamentary session which caused chaos among the members. Moreover, the 

author added that Abdul Rahman Mohamad, the MP of Lipis shouted an obscene term which 

was considered as highly offensive and contradicted with the Standing Order. On the other 

hand, according to Emir Zainul (2019), Noh Omar, Tanjong Karang MP was suspended due 

to the fact that he insulted the House. However, looking at the fewer research done on the 

swearing phenomenon in parliamentary debate sessions, specifically in Malaysia context, it 

can be said that this social occurrence is still understudied. Hence, looking at a number of 

short recordings in relation to cursing phenomenon that were happening in the Malaysian 

Parliament sparks my interest in the notion that I might discover something new about this 

remarkable social phenomenon. 

 

 

 
1.3 Significance of the Study 

 
 

The importance of this study is the attempt to promote and establish a comprehensive view of 

swearing to the community. It is an undoubtedly fascinating phenomenon that swearing is an 

aspect of language that everyone uses in daily life. However, we do not acquire swearing in a 

formal way; neither from school nor from the teachers. Years then, swearing was considered 

as something that is prohibited and unacceptable among most of the societies and cultures. 

According to Ljung (2010) as cited in Syahrul Rahman (2017), the usage of swear words in 

public could lead to a death penalty in the ancient Rome. It was perceived negatively by most 

of the society as swearing carries vulgar words that are considered taboo in one perspective. 
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In the aspect of formal setting, Latif Amrullah (2016) discussed that a formal or 

conventional setting such as court session, formal meetings and parliament debate will 

influence the choice of language regardless of the personal relationship between speakers 

whereby Members of Parliament are guided to interact in a proper manner. However, Graham 

(2016) argued that the use of unparliamentary language dramatically increased after 1930. To 

illustrate, people tend to insult and use swear words to each other during such a formal setting. 

This indicates that this social trend in today's culture is being normalized. This may be the 

representation or interpretation of the use of swear words that has evolved over time. Hence, 

this study is significant to bring to light specifically the theme of Malaysian Parliamentary. 

On top of that, the implication of this study has brought on the concepts of politeness, 

impoliteness and social acceptability. Hence, an analysis of swearing can be expected to 

provide a window into deeper social issues which circulating during formal settings of 

parliamentary debate. 

 

 
1.4 Research Objective 

 
 

This research aims to study the unparliamentary language used in Malaysian 

parliamentary debate setting. 

 

 
1.5 Research Question 

 
 

This research shall be guided by the following research question: 

 
1. What are the unparliamentary languages used in Malaysia Parliament setting? 

 

2. Why are unparliamentary languages being used in the Malaysia Parliament setting? 
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1.6 Definition of Term 

 
 

Working definitions of certain terms are important to fully comprehend and understand the 

objective of this study. To provide clarity on the research, some of the terms have been 

defined as followed: 

 

 

 
1.6.1 Impoliteness 

 
 

There are distinct definitions of impoliteness by different scholars. In this research, 

impoliteness was defined by two scholars. According to Culpeper (2003) as cited in 

Aydinoglu (2013) impoliteness refers to communicative strategies designed to attack face and 

thereby cause social conflict and disharmony.  On the other hand, Mills (2005) as cited in 

Monir Mirhosseini, Maryam Mardanshahi and Hamidreza Dowlatabadi (2017) defines 

impoliteness as “any type of linguistic behavior which is assessed as intending to threaten the 

hearers face or social identity”. 

 
 

1.6.2 Swearing 

 

In this research, swearing refers to socially taboo words or phrases of a profane, obscene or 

insulting character (Hagen, 2013). 

 
 

1.6.3 Parliament of Malaysia 

 

In reference to the Official Portal of Parliament of Malaysia, Parliament of Malaysia 

represents the democratic structure of the government and reflects the people's aspiration 

through the elected representatives. It is the highest legislative body of the country that 

consists of three main components which are His Majesty the King, Senate and House of 

Representatives. 
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1.6.4 Members of Parliament 

 
 

According to Cambridge Dictionary, members of parliament are the persons who have been 

elected to the parliament of the country. 

 
 

1.6.5 Unparliamentary Language 

 

The term ‘unparliamentary’ according to Dirven, Frank and Ilie (2001) has been defined as 

not in accordance with parliamentary practices. It is deemed as inappropriate for use in 

Parliamentary and state legislative assemblies. 

 
 

1.7 Chapter Summary 

 

This chapter covered the introduction elements which are essential to be presented in order to 

commence the whole ordering of the study. This chapter started with the background of the 

study, following with the statement of the problem and the significance of the study. It then 

continued with the research objective and research questions. Lastly but not least, the 

definitions of related terms were outlined in this chapter. 
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CHAPTER 2 

REVIEW OF LITERATURE 

 

 

 

 
2.0 OVERVIEW OF THE CHAPTER 

 

This chapter will briefly discuss the aspect of social phenomenon; swearing behavior, 

the parliament system in Malaysia and the language code being used in parliamentary settings. 

Moreover, this chapter will also discuss the usage of conversational analysis as a method in 

analyzing the data of this study. Lastly, this chapter will compare previous research with 

respect to the theme of this study. 

 
 

2.1 Swearing 

 

Human beings communicate every day in order to get response or to inform 

something. Communication can take place in many forms including face-to-face interaction, 

phone calls and emails. There are certain guidelines that we have to follow in dealing with 

social interaction to make sure what we are conveying are not offensive or rude. Politeness is 

one such example whereby in English we use ‘please’ upon requesting something. However, 

we sometimes do not realize that we might use rude or offensive words when conversing with 

people. The action of using offensive words is in relation with impoliteness. To illustrate 

more, Hughes (2006) mentioned that swearing has been linked to impoliteness which it 

conveys as any social imprudence that must be avoided. This happens due to the swear words 

and taboo phrases tend to deal with things which are offensive in some manner. According to 

Slamet Setiawan and Fatimatuzzahroh (2018), dysphemistic, abusive, idiomatic, emphatic 

and cathartic are five types of swearing. 
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Swearing is a remarkable social phenomenon in which it involves both emotional and 

linguistic expressions. A definition by Anderson and Trudgill (2007) described swearing as a 

language that is used together with expressions referred to as something taboo or stigmatized 

depending on the culture of the swearer. Furthermore, swearing has always been associated 

with negative perceptions and controversy. According to Nurliyana Baudin and Paramasivam 

(2014), swearing is not encouraged as it is harsh, impolite and gives unpleasant connotations. 

On the other hand, Wajnryb (2005) as cited in Dynel (2012), emphasized that swearing 

deserves to be discussed theoretically because the particular phenomenon is extensive in our 

life and it is multitudinous and tantalizes language occurrence. It is a universal human activity 

in which most of the people involved with it. In addition, swearing has always been correlated 

with unfavorable attitudes and conceptions. Jay (2008) as cited in Finn (2017) argued that 

negative emotions and rudeness are terms that are constantly linked with swearing. It is often 

viewed as offensive and we think that swearing is deemed solely to any unpleasant or 

negative connotations. Moreover, Schippers (2013) also argued the same issue whereby 

swearing has obstructive inferences and it is seen as an unfavorable language which is not 

appropriate to most people. 

Without us realizing, humans have been practicing cursing and using many terms of 

swear words for a long time to the extent those who swear will be punished. According to Gati 

(2014) curse words are depending on a culture or society whereby some utterances are totally 

forbidden. Therefore, some words are controlled and restricted by the rules of certain 

societies. In the olden days, swearing words were hardly used and practiced by people 

(Syahrul Rahman, 2017). Surprisingly, Jay and Jay found (2013) that by the age of six or 

younger, children have started to swear. He further stated that humans tend to swear about 0.5 

to 0.7% of the time which equals approximately dozens of curse words a day. Apart from that, 

Ljung (2011) mentioned that there are distinct types of swearing which are ritual insults,
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name calling, unfriendly suggestions, stand-alone, slot fillers and replacive swearing that consist 

of different own subdivisions. In addition, Jay (2000) as cited in Cressman, Callister, Robinson 

and Near (2009) also argued that verbal aggression, obscenity, profanity, blasphemy, insulting, 

taboo speech, ethnic-racial slurs and vulgarity are parts of cursing phenomenon. The usages of 

some swear words are depicted differently over time. People abstain from the use of words 

which either carry the same meaning or sound similarly with taboos due to its strong 

associations of taboo words. 

There are reasons behind why people swear when conversing with each other. 

Environment and surrounding can be the leading reasons why people are practicing swearing. 

As much as a kid crying for milk, Montagu (1942) as cited in Vingerhoets, Bylsma, and De 

Vlam (2013) mentioned that humans are cursing to outburst their frustration. Besides, friends 

whom we are interacting with everyday might regulate the swearing behavior. This can be 

supported from a study by Simpson, Duarte and Bishop (2016), they found that peers' 

exposure and mothers can also be the factor that can influence someone to curse. Not only 

friendships, other important factors can also change and shape our behavior. According to 

Burton (2012), he mentioned that people swear because it is one of the self-expressions and it 

indicates power and control whereby they react and fight back by using words. Jay (2000) as 

cited in Vingerhoets, Blysma and Vlam (2013) found that anger and frustrations were found 

to be the predominant aspects that stimulated someone to swear. Apart from that, Jay (n.d) 

argued that cursing also has been associated with neurobiological aspects whereby personal 

experiences and culture affect the behavior of swearing in one’s life. Similarly, Jay and 

Janschewitz (2008) emotional language like swearing is related to neurological factors in 

which left frontal and temporal lobes are involved. 

As much as we perceive swearing as something that is repulsive and horrible, there is 

also study by Bryne (2018) that found cursing can obliterate pain and eventually enhance our 
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emotional discourse in which it intensifies our heart rate as it releases the adrenalines. In 

several studies, there are findings that discovered numerous advantages of cursing. To 

illustrate more, Cahn (n.d) stated that swearing has the ability to make someone feel stronger 

in which they manifest their emotional state of feeling and it eventually assists in diminishing 

stress. It is true that swearing somehow can elevate our feelings. Likewise, Fern (2014) 

discovered that the usage of swear words can help someone to be more resilient in which it 

helps as a great coping mechanism to our body. Surprisingly, swearing is also found to 

gradually help cancer fighters to recover as said by Levi (2018) whereby it is discovered as 

one of the ways to express sadness. Furthermore, he added that it is better to have uttered the 

word ‘fuck’ rather that punching someone in order to express the frustration. For instance, 

Syahrul Rahman (2017) stated that English swear words like ‘asshole’ which in reference to 

body parts are commonly uttered to express anger. Apart from that, close friends might also 

practice and use some swear words when conversing to each other to indicate their intimacy 

and closeness. It was said by Levi (2008) that a theory proved that cursing has actually 

brought people closer together in which people can freely display their level of comfort.  It 

was said that there are numerous hidden benefits of this remarkable phenomenon. To add, 

Wen (2016) mentioned that cursing helps in communicating the meaning that needs to be 

conveyed to the listener as well as it can increase the effectiveness of messages. Similarly, 

Dewaele (2014) stated that the usage of swear words allow and enable the speakers to vent 

one’s anger efficiently whereas the intention and emotional force can probably be elucidated 

through the particular messages. On the other hand, Vingerhoets, Bylsma and De Vlam (2013) 

mentioned that swearing is like crying in which they are both related with multifarious intense 

emotions that are mainly negative. 

In Malaysia, the Malaysians are multilingual in which they can speak Bahasa 

Malaysia, English, Chinese, Tamil or other languages. According to David, Kuang and 
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Tayyebian (2016), bilingual or trilingual speakers could also curse by incorporating one 

language in another based on the context, issues or expressions. Therefore, Malaysians tend 

to use mixed language especially when they utter any swear words. Isma Rosila Ismail, Che 

Hasniza Che Noh and Khatijah Omar (2016) discussed in their study that in Bahasa Malaysia 

specifically Malay language, certain objects or terms may depict numerous things. To 

illustrate more, Ong (2020) mentioned that Malaysians are unique as they are capable of 

speaking a complete sentence mixing different languages and still people comprehend the 

meaning. Hoogervorst (2015) stated that ‘cibai’, ‘bengap’ and ‘hawau’ are some of the 

examples of swear words used by the Malaysians. Not only that, Nurliyana Baudin and 

Paramsivam (2015) stated in their study that swear words such as ‘bullhit and ‘fuck’ are 

among the commonly articulated among the Malaysians. 

 

 

2.2 Categories of Swearing; Dysphemistic Swearing, Emphatic Swearing and Abusive 

Swearing 

 

Swearing has distinct categories and functions depending on the intention of the speaker. In 

reference to Finn (2017), there are two categories of swearing which are propositional and 

non-propositional swearing. In propositional swearing, there are dysphemistic, euphemistic, 

abusive, idiomatic and emphatic swearing included. On the other hand, cathartic swearing is 

categorized as non-propositional swearing. Similarly Jdetawy (2019) also mentioned that 

propositional and non-propositional swearing are two different categories of swearing that are 

rich in diversity. 

 

Dysphemism is a term that is the opposite of euphemism. Winsantana (2018) in his 

study discussed that dysphemism is a term that was derived from the Greek word in which it 

conveyed the meaning of speech or reputations. The author further described that 

dysphemism reflects pejorative connotations that are used to address a person or a group of 
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people. In parallel to that, Jdetawy (2019) highlighted that dysphemistic swearing is utilized 

when a person prefers to use taboo words instead of neutral terms. To illustrate more, 

Wulandri and Firmawan (2020) discussed in their study that dysphemistic swearing is utilized 

when the speaker purposely intended to provoke the other speakers. 

 

Apart from that, Jdetawy (201) defined in his study that emphatic swearing which is 

under the categorization of propositional swearing, is used when a speaker wants to 

emphasize something. The writer added that emphatic swearing can convey something in 

both positive and negative ways. Similarly, Wong (2017) explained that emphatic swearing is 

employed when a person intends to highlight a particular matter. 

 

Another category of swearing which is abusive swearing which Jdetawy (201) defined 

as swearing that is used to direct at a particular person. The author further highlighted that 

abusive swearing included the cursing expressions by the speaker which is deemed as 

disparaging and mortifying. 

2.4 Malaysian Parliament 

 
 

Malaysia is one of the Southeast Asia countries with a population of approximately 32.37 

million people in 2020. It is a federation of 13 states that exercises parliamentary democracy 

with the King as a constitutional monarch. Gokce (2013) stated that the executive body, 

legislative body and judiciary body are the three authorities that also have the power over the 

federation. 

According to Victoria and Fadly Ameer (2018), Malaysia adopted a constitutional 

monarchy in which the prime minister will be elected by the voters through elections that take 

place regularly in every five years. They added that Malaysia political parties namely Barisan 

Nasional, Alliance of Hope (Pakatan Harapan), Malaysia Islamic Party (PAS) and 

Democratic Action Party (DAP) are among the competing parties in the General Election. 
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Similarly, Chevroulet (2018) stated that Barisan Nasional, Alliance of Hope (Pakatan 

Harapan) which consisted of Democratic Action Party (DAP), the National Trust Party 

(Amanah), the Malaysian United Indigenous Party (PPBM) and People’s Justice Party (PKR), 

as well as Malaysia Islamic Party (PAS) and Gagasan Sejahtera (GS) are the latest contesting 

parties in the next election. 

On the other hand, in reference to Hakim Hassan (2019), the highest legislative body 

in Malaysia is the parliament with two divisions namely The Senate (Dewan Negara) and the 

House of Representatives (Dewan Rakyat). The full stands in Malaysian Parliament have to 

be seated by the elected representatives in Malaysia Parliament. Nadirah H. Rodzi (2019) 

mentioned that there are in total 222 seats that make up the full stands in parliament. 

Additionally, the elected representatives will be referred to as Members of Parliament once. 

In reference to the Members of Parliament (Remuneration) Act 1980, Parliament is a term 

used to refer as the member of the Senate or the House of Representative. 

Moreover, Malike Brahim (2017) stated that these elected representatives have a 

fundamental role in parliament especially in ensuring the government accountability for the 

administration of the laws. Not only that, Members of Parliament are also involved in the 

law-making process, constituency services and political party responsibilities. To clarify 

more, according to Hakim Hassan (2019), parliament has the authority as the legislative body 

to enact and enforce the law. The author further mentioned that parliament also functions as a 

platform to discuss any issues of public concern. 

 

 

2.5 Language Code of Parliament 

 
 

According to the Standing Order of the House of Malaysia, Bahasa Malaysia is the official 

language used in parliament and English can be used with the permission of the speaker. 
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Members of Parliament, politicians and public servants who serve in both government and 

public sectors are encouraged to use a clear, accurate and understandable language. It is 

recommended by Childs (2016) that the use of sexist language should be explicitly avoided in 

a parliament setting. Moreover, the characteristics of good temper and moderation can result 

in good parliament communication. 

 

 

2.3 Language and Power 

 

Language has diverse elements and it has relation to many aspects of our daily life. Language 

can also influence or affect a person or even a group of people. Moreover, language also can 

shape, regulate and reflect one’s thoughts and actions. According to Finsen (2016), power is 

one of the significant elements in discussions of international politics and relations. The 

author further described that power can be exerted through the usage of any particular 

languages. This is corresponding to a study by Sourgo (2013) in which he discussed that 

language and power has a reciprocal relationship as what most philosophers agree today. 

 

On the other hand, Lailawati Mohd Salleh (2014) mentioned in her study that initially, 

powerful and powerless languages have unfolding and starting point in a similar fashion. She 

further described that male were found to dominate the environment by exerting power based 

on the usage of a certain language. Aside from expressing emotions through language, Siti 

Rabiah (2018) stated that language also has an instrumental function that gives an ability to 

the speakers to lead and manipulate a certain environment. 

 

 

2.6 Conversation Analysis 

 
 

This study applied Conversational Analysis (CA) method in order to analyze the data and 

discover a deeper insight of the human interaction studies. Albert (2017) defined 
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Conversation Analysis (CA) as an inductive and a qualitative approach in gathering data 

concerning naturalistic interactions in conversations. Similarly, Hoey and Kendrick (2017) 

mentioned that this method is a predominantly qualitative method used for studying human 

social interactions. 

Furthermore, Sidnell (2015) mentioned that past studies conducted by some scholars 

in this area found that there were several fundamentals of this human social interaction which 

are action-sequencing, turn taking and repair. He further described that in essence, it is an 

organized set of patterns or practices involved in a particular conversation. Action- 

sequencing means when any conversation is started with a complaint, request, invitation or 

question, then the responsive action will come after that makes it relevant as prior to the 

conversation. In other words, it is also called adjacency pairs whereby Tsui (2016) also 

mentioned that it is a part of conversational turn-taking which consists of two distinct 

utterances of two or more speakers that is one after another. Next, another fundamental 

underlying of CA practices is repair. Speakers might encounter problems of hearing, speaking 

or understanding depending on how the environment is. Repair plays a great role in a 

conversation in which it comprises a set of practices that can help in addressing the problem 

and resolving the issue. On another point of view, Marsden (2009) discussed that the method 

of conversation analysis methodology is convenient and helpful. This is due to the fact that it 

invigorates the transcriber to be attentive to a particular recording without disregard any 

element that seems irrelevant. 

 

 
2.7 Chapter Summary 

 
 

This chapter has reflected on the past research and studies on a brief background of swearing 

behavior. There was also a discussion on the Malaysian Parliamentary, which will be the
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main subject of this particular study. Finally, this chapter discussed the role of conversational 

analysis as the method to analyze the data of this study. 
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CHAPTER 3 

METHODOLOGY 

 

 

3.0 OVERVIEW OF THE STUDY 

 
Chapter Three presents the methodology of this study which covers type of research, 

instruments of the research, the source of data and the methods of data collection and data 

analysis. This chapter highlights also the process of how the data is collected and analyzed. 

 

 

3.1 Type of Research 

 

A descriptive qualitative method is employed to answer the research question of this 

particular study because it aimed to describe the phenomenon of a conversation in a particular 

set of parliamentary debate sessions recordings. According to Nasaji (2016), descriptive 

research is utilized in order to explain a phenomenon and the characteristics of the 

phenomenon. Additionally, Jackson, Drummond and Camara (2007) described that 

qualitative research focuses and highlights on the understanding of human beings through 

experiences, phenomenon and reflections. Furthermore, Hammarberg, Kirkman and Lacey 

(2016) highlighted that a qualitative based approach enables the researcher to find answers 

about experience, meaning and perspective along with the explanation of the phenomenon 

which is distinct from one another. This method also assisted in seeking a standpoint on a 

focused topic. The data collected from the short video recordings on YouTube were related to 

the unparliamentary language that was being used during parliamentary debate in Malaysia. 

Hence, the researcher will be able to uncover the swearing behavior and unparliamentary 

language used to answer the research questions of this study. 
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3.2 Instruments of the Research 

 

The researcher served as the main role in qualitative based data as the primary instrument to 

collect and interpret the data. Therefore in this study, the researcher participated fully in this 

research process specifically in observing research, analyzing data and interpreting data of the 

study. Researcher plays an important part in the process of analyzing data. Bahrami, 

Mohamamad Ali Soleimani, Yaghoobzadeh and Ranjbar (2016) mentioned that researcher 

acts as the primary role in collecting the different types of data which affecting the validation 

of data of the study. To add, according to Simon (2011) when the researcher is considered as 

the main instrument of the study, it means that the data are mediated through human 

instrument rather than inventories or a set of questionnaires which can result to an effective 

qualitative study. 

 

 

3.3 Sampling 

 

The data was obtained from the parliamentary debate sessions in Malaysian Parliament. Plus, 

the data consisted of five transcriptions taken from separate existing recordings varying in 

length taken from an online video sharing platform, YouTube. The recordings ranged from at 

least one minute ten seconds to three minutes forty six seconds long. These recordings were 

all taken from three different YouTube accounts namely KiniTV, MStar Online Malaysia and 

Free Malaysia Today and were all uploaded during the period of 2017 to 2020 respectively. 

The recordings were all hosted and chaired by the Speaker of the Dewan. In these 

recordings, the Members of Parliament were debating and discussing over the issues of 

concern. These five recordings were selected as the primary material as it consisted of the 

utterances of swear words. Although it takes place in an institutional setting, the interactions 

have been spontaneous and based on the natural talk or speech that takes place in reality. 
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Item Caption Numbers of 

views/ 

likes/dislikes/ 

comments 

received 

Date Link to retrieve the 

parliamentary recordings 

Recording 
One 

Ucapan KJ 

terganggu, 

Bung Mokhtar 
ajak gaduh 

Views: 612,130 

Likes: - 

Dislikes: - 
Comments: 714 

August 7, 
2018 

https://www.youtube.com/ 
watch?v=ohY1XvJLO1s 

Recording 
Two 

Noh Omar 

drops the ‘P’ 

word in Dewan 

Rakyat 

Views: 85,146 
Likes: 342 

Dislikes: 52 

Comments: 425 

November 
27, 2019 

https://www.youtube.com/ 
watch?v=JN7NwtulvK4 

Recording 

Three 

Babi dan 

bodoh di DUN 

Melaka 

Views: 42,540 

Likes: 436 

Dislikes: 50 

Comments: 388 

May 11, 
2020 

https://www.youtube.com/ 

watch?v=GEX0k7VtEmU 

Recording 
Four 

‘Perang mulut’ 

Khalid- 

Othman 

hangatkan 
Dewan Rakyat 

Views: 72,924 
Likes: 201 

Dislikes: 26 

Comments: 105 

October 26, 
2017 

https://www.youtube.com/ 
watch?v=P5poNtVITeU 

Recording 

Five 

Perkataan ‘P’ 

tidak 

dibenarkan 

dalam 

Parlimen 

Views: 10,914 

Likes: 74 

Dislikes: 4 

Comments: 40 

July 17, 

2019 
https://www.youtube.com/ 

watch?v=F3YY-i8ILKE 

Table 1: Details of the selected YouTube recordings for data collection 

Additionally, KiniTV is an internet TV where audiences take an active part in 

influencing the news agenda and propagating news articles. Meanwhile, Free Malaysia today 

that has been presenting news in 2009, is an independent bilingual news platform that 

emphasizes on the current affairs particularly in Malaysia. Lastly, MStarOnline Malaysia is also 

among the top Malaysian news, entertainment and lifestyle channels that serve the ongoing 

issues that are happening in Malaysia. 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ohY1XvJLO1s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ohY1XvJLO1s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JN7NwtulvK4
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JN7NwtulvK4
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GEX0k7VtEmU
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GEX0k7VtEmU
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=P5poNtVITeU
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=P5poNtVITeU
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=F3YY-i8ILKE
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=F3YY-i8ILKE


22  

3.4 Methods of Data Collection and Analysis 

 

In formulating the analysis of this study, it is essential to focus on both video and transcript of 

the recordings. Initially, all five recordings were watched for several times in order for the 

researcher to get the general idea of the whole conversation or debating sessions. To add, 

there were no transcriptions of the recordings available online, hence the researcher 

transcribed all of the parliamentary recordings manually. The researcher transcribed the 

conversations words by words, focused on the interaction between the speakers specifically 

on the utterances of swear words. To add, the video recordings were viewed several times 

during the transcription process in order to provide detailed and accurate transcriptions. 

 

The transcriptions were referenced in findings as followed: 
 

[AZ:20:June20:(12.10):1] 
 

The transcription reference began with the author’s initial, year, month and day. It then 

continued with the recording length in minutes and seconds as well as the recording number. 

Aya (2015) described that transcriptions are defined by ‘to transfer in writing’ and it is 

a process of transcribing which requires audio as well as visual recordings. The transcription 

conventions were adapted from Have (1997) and Hutchby and Wooffutt (1998) whereby it 

has conventions in terms of sequencing, time intervals and speech productions. 

The transcription conventions used in this study are as followed: 

[ point of overlap 

] point at which utterance terminate 

 

(0.0) lapsed time in tenths of a seconds 

 

, comma indicates a gap between utterances, more like a very short pause 

(.) a gap of approximately one tenth of a second 

Word underline indicates speaker emphasis 
 

Word double underline indicates loud sounds 
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WORD upper case indicates shouting 

 

! emphatic tone 

 

? rising intonation, not necessarily a question 

 

( ) inability to hear what was said 

 

(word) dubious hearings or speaker identification 

(( )) transcribers descriptions 

Next, the process was continued by categorizing the utterances of swear words by the 

pragmatics function namely by dysphemistic swearing, abusive swearing and emphatic 

swearing. This particular step was one of the most important processes in analyzing the data 

of this study Based on the utterances of the swear words, the researcher came out with 

possible factors that lead the speakers to enunciate the swear words in order to answer the 

second research question. Moreover, figures consisting of screenshots from the recordings 

were provided in findings to give clearer illustrations at the duration of the recordings. 

 

Figure 1: Example of the recording of Malaysian Parliament debate session with the presence 
of Members of Parliament and Speaker of the Dewan 

 

As can be seen in the above figure, there are four speakers including the Speaker of 

the Dewan in the parliamentary session in Malaysia. All of the participants in the five 

parliamentary recordings will be labelled accordingly. For instance, the Speaker of the 

Dewan was labelled as S or Speaker S and the other Members of Parliament were labelled 

based on their representations. According to Kaiser (2009) the researcher should not provide 
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the participants’ details and confidential information in order to maintain the participants’ 

confidentiality. To add, the transcription references were used together with the labelled 

participants in the finding to indicate on the data of the transcriptions. 

3.5 Chapter Summary 

 

This chapter has discussed the methodology that has been utilized in his study. The research 

design, data collection method and analytical method are being described in this particular 

chapter 
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CHAPTER 4 

FINDINGS AND DISCUSSIONS 

 

 

 

 

 
4.0 OVERVIEW OF THE CHAPTER 

 

This chapter is divided into two major sections which are findings and discussions. This 

chapter is presented and analyzed with the aim to answer the research questions of this study 

mainly; RQ1: What are the unparliamentary language used in Malaysia Parliament and RQ2: 

Why is the unparliamentary language being used in Malaysian Parliament?. The finding of 

this study will be presented in this chapter. Moreover, the swear words that were being used 

by the participants will be categorized accordingly. Several discussions will also be included 

and linked to the previous studies by using illustrative examples from the data. 

 

 

 
4.1 Research Question 1: What are the Unparliamentary Languages Used in Malaysia 

Parliament Setting? 

 

According to Finn (2017), there are two categories of swearing which are propositional and 

non-propositional swearing. She further explained that dysphemistic, euphemistic, abusive, 

idiomatic and emphatic swearing are included in propositional swearing. Meanwhile, 

cathartic swearing is categorized as non-propositional swearing. 
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Types of 

Swearing 

Dysphemistic 

Swearing 

Times 

Used 

Abusive 

Swearing 

Times 

Used 

Emphatic 

Swearing 

Times 

Used 
Total 

SwearWords 

Used 

 pekak 2 fuck you 2 bodoh 7  

 pukimak 1 bodoh 10    

 podah 3 you are 

stupid 

2    

 pundek 1 babi 16    

Total  7  30  7 44 

Table 1: Categories of Swearing 
 

Based on the table above, propositional swearing was used significantly in 

comparison to non-propositional swearing. Hence, propositional swearing was being 

categorized in this study in order to differentiate types of swear words that were uttered by 

the participants. Propositional swearing is related to swearing that is often used with negative 

connotations. In this study, it was found that three categories of swearing were being utilized; 

abusive swearing, dysphemistic swearing and emphatic swearing. Based on Table 1 above, 

the most frequently used category of swearing is abusive swearing followed by dysphemistic 

and emphatic swearing. However, we can see that there is no remarkable usage of 

euphemistic and idiomatic swearing in the discussion of parliamentary debate sessions. In 

total, the word ‘bodoh’ was the most uttered word with a total of 17 times repetition in this 

study. Meanwhile, the word ‘babi’ is the second most regularly used word throughout the 

recordings. 

4.1.1 Abusive Swearing 

 

As shown in Table 1, abusive swearing was the most recurrently used by the participants of 

the study. For instance, the word ‘fuck you’ was mentioned two times by the speaker during
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the parliamentary session in recording one with the intention to intimidate the person he was 

speaking to. 

 

Figure 2: Screenshot at the forty-nine second of the recording where the swear word was 

uttered 

Below is the transcription reference of this particular recording: 

[AZ:17:June20:(0:33):1] 

O: [Bukan kasino ka kinabatangan 
 

K: Apa ini? Biadap (.) Ini kurang ajar, ini tarik balik ini biadap Yang di-Pertua, memang 

kurang ajar, Yang Berhormat tak layak duduk sini, samseng, what you want? You nak gaduh 

dengan saya? Ini time 

O: [Tanya saja kinabatangan 

[AZ:17:June20:(0:49):1] 

K: FUCK YOU DUDUK AH FUCK YOU  
 
 

At the forty-nine seconds of the recordings, the Speaker K was caught on uttering 

‘fuck you’ in regards to reply to the person he was speaking too. It can be seen that the 

Speaker K was being provoked by another Member of Parliament that has led him to utter the 

particular swear word. According to Jumanto and Sulistyorini (2019), the term ‘fuck you’ one 

of the most known and used English language swear words. Meanwhile, Howe (2012) 

described the term ‘fuck’ as an unusual word in which it can be used as various different parts 

of speech. To add, Seargeant (2018) in his writing highlighted that the use of ‘fuck you’ in a 

parliamentary settting should be avoided due to the fact that the action is considered as 

breaking the rules and ettique of the parliament. 
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On the other hand, the most frequent swear word uttered by the participants was when 

the Members of Parliament were shouting at each other with some unpleasant words. The 

word ‘babi’ was articulated for 16 times when they were debating over an issue of concern 

making it the most uttered word for abusive swearing. In the first seconds of the recording, 

the participants already uttered the word ‘babi’ to the person he was speaking to. 

 

Figure 3: Screenshot of the first second of the recording three where ‘babi’ was 
pronounced 

 

The transcription reference is as follow: 

 

[AZ:17:June20:(0:01):3] 

P: BABI 

O: ((Kepala)) 

P: Pengkhianat! 

S: Lu jantan la mari sini! 
P: Lu jantan mari sini! 

S: Bodoh! 

P: Bodoh! Bodoh! 

S: PENGKHIANAT! PENGHIANAT! 

P: BABI! 

S: PENGKHIANAT! 
P: BABI! 

S: PENGKHIANAT! 
P: BABI! 

S: PENGKHIANAT! 

P: BABI BABI BABI BABI! 

O: TARIK BALIK! TARIK BALIK! 

P: BABI BABI BABI! 

O: TARIK BALIK! 

P: BABI! BABI! BODOH! 
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((Inaudible noise)) 

S: Pengkhianat! 

P: Bodoh! 

((Inaudible noise)) 

P: BABI! BABI! BABI! 
 

Based on the data transcription above, the recording started with the Speaker P 

shouting the word ‘babi’ to the other speaker he was talking to. In the meantime, the other 

speaker was replying back at him with the word ‘pengkhianat’, making the Speaker P keep on 

yelling back with ‘babi’ and ‘bodoh’. The word ‘babi’, a Malay word for ‘pig’, can be 

considered as the commonly used word by the Malaysians to offend or insult a person. Wai 

(2005) stressed that it is natural to debate or argue over any issue in parliament. However, he 

further highlighted that the use of animal related words can be reckoned as rough and foul 

language especially when it is being used in parliament settings. 

 

Meanwhile, “bodoh’ and ‘you are stupid’ were uttered 12 times in total by the 

participants in this study. The words were being enunciated in three parliamentary recordings 

which are in recording two, three and four respectively. However, this particular swear word 

was the most uttered in the recording number three. 

 

Figure 4: Screenshot at the one minute and eight seconds of the second recording 

Below is the transcription reference of recording two: 

[AZ:17:June20:(1:03):2] 

N: Tuan speaker saya boleh halau dia 

J: [Yang Berhormat (.) betul, jangan buat tuduhan begitu] 
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[AZ:17:June20:(1:08):2] 

N: Bo (0.2) bodoh betul 

J: [Siapa bodoh? Kamu yang bodoh! 

 

In the first minute and eight seconds of the recording two, it was notable that the word 

‘bodoh’ was articulated by the first speaker, the Speaker N and the conversation was replied 

by ‘bodoh’ as well by the second speaker, the Speaker J. It is noticeable that the Speaker N 

was provoked by the Speaker J in the first minute and three seconds before ‘bodoh’ was 

enunciated. ‘bodoh’ was among the recurrently used swear words in this study. Furthermore, 

‘you’re stupid’ was been enunciated as well in which it carries the same connotation with 

‘bodoh’. Razak Ahmad, Carvalho, Rahimy Rahim, Pfordten and Wyhow (2020) in their 

writing mentioned that the use of either ‘bodoh’ or ‘you’re stupid’ are deemed as 

unparliametary specifically when the word is directed with the intention to insult the one we 

are interacting to. Likewise, the particular words uttered according to Steinmetz (2017) can  

be categorized as destructive because it was deemed as aggressive or abusive and it can cause 

harm. 

Next, in the recording two, it is distinguishable that the Speaker J attacked Speaker N 

with ‘you are stupid’. 

 

Figure 5: Screenshot at two minute and forty-five seconds of recording number two in 

which ‘you are stupid’ was articulated 
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Below is the transcription reference of the particular recording: 

 

[AZ:17:June20:(2:26):2] 

P: [Siapakah Tanjong Karang merujuk kepada sekarang? 

N: Saya…saya tengah merujuk kepada… 

J: [Tengah merujuk kepada Peka::n la! Yang membuat 

kenyataan itu adalah Pekan. 

S: Jeluto::ng, sila (.) tujukan, tujukan kepada Tanjong Karang bagi penjelasan 
N: Ya! Saya cakap ini apa yang saya kata…. 

 

[AZ:17:June20:(2:45):2] 

J: You are stupid la Tanjong Karang, you really stupid! 
 

Based on the transcription reference above, we can see that the Speaker J articulated 

‘you are really stupid’ in regards to the person he was speaking to, Speaker N. Both of the 

speakers were discussing the case of Nga Kor Ming’s superfans Facebook account that 

insulted Sultan Selangor. 

 

Apart from that, there were also the utterances of ‘bodoh’ in the recording three. 
 

Figure 6: Screenshot at the first eleventh seconds of recording three 

Below is the transcription reference of the eleventh seconds of recording: 

[AZ:17:June20:(0:11):3] 

S: Bodoh! 
P: Bodoh! Bodoh! 

 

[AZ:17:June20:(0:30):3] 

P: BABI! BABI! BODOH! 

((Inaudible noise)) 

S: Pengkhianat! 

P: Bodoh! 



32  

Based on the transcription reference above, it can be analyzed that both of the 

participants, Speaker P and the Speaker S, replied and attacked each other with the word 

‘bodoh’ and also ‘babi’. These two particular swear words were considered as abusive 

swearing in parallel to a study by Pamungkas, Basile and Patti (2020) whereby they 

highlighted that the words were chosen with the intention to intimidate and cause emotional 

harm as well as to offend the other speakers. 

Likewise, in recording four, it is noticeable that the participants were using the word 

‘bodoh’ when discussing and communicating with each other. 

 

Figure 7: Screenshot at three minutes and one second of recording four in which ‘bodoh’ was 

uttered 

Below is the transcription reference at the three minute and one second: 

[AZ:17:June20:(3:01):4] 

P: Tu la saya cakap bodoh 
S: Pendapatan kerajaan hanya GST je bodoh! 

 

Based on all of the above examples, we can observe that abusive swearing different 

swear words such as ‘fuck you’, ‘bodoh’, ‘you are stupid’ and ‘babi’ were uttered during the 

conversations and interactions of the participants. 
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4.1.2 Dysphemistic Swearing 

 

Apart from that, dysphemistic swearing as well as euphemistic swearing were the second most 

used categories of swearing in this study. Auzar and Hasnah Faizah (2018) mentioned that 

dysphemistic swearing refers to any rude or impolite choice of words used by the speaker. 

Dysphemistic swearing is used when a person wants to emphasize the emotions of the 

speaker. In this context, the speaker tends to choose taboo words rather than neutral words. 

For example, the word ‘pekak’ was used two times by the speaker in the second recordings. 

 

Figure 8: Screenshot at the fifty fifth minute of recording two 

Below is the transcription reference of the recording: 

N: Saya, saya nak bergaduh dengan dia 

J: [dah kenapa sebut nama Nga Kor Ming] 

[AZ:17:June20:(0:55):2] 

N: Yang Berhormat pekak! ((inaudile noise)) 

 

Based on the transcription above, we can see that Speaker N was dissatisfied with 

Speaker J and that has led him to lash out the word ‘pekak’ to Speaker J. Moreover, in the 

transcription reference below it was noticeable that the Speaker N repeated the word ‘pekak’ 

to the person he was speaking to at the third minute of the recording. The word ‘pekak’ was 

uttered and the term was considered as unparliamentary due to the fact that it is rude to speak 

in improper manner especially in the parliamentary setting. Lake (2016) discussed that
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sometimes swear words do not necessarily contain taboo words that to consider as exasperating. 

It is enough to say that ‘pekak’ is unparliamentary due to the fact that it can cause 

misunderstanding and displeased people. 

[AZ:17:June20:(3:14):2] 
N: Dia, dia ni pekak ke? Saya kata sesiapa sahaja. Sesiapa sahaja kalau dia telah membuat 

laporan polis, mesti disiasat dan diambil tindakan, itu maksud saya! 

 

In the same recording, it was caught that Speaker N was uttering the taboo word again 

at two minutes and thirty-five seconds of the recording. 

 

Figure 9: Screenshot at two minutes and thirty-five seconds of recording two 

Below is the transcription reference of the recording: 

[AZ:17:June20:(2:35):2] 

S: Jeluto::ng, sila (.) tujukan, tujukan kepada Tanjong Karang bagi penjelasan 

N: Ya! Saya cakap ini apa yang saya kata…. 

J: You are stupid la Tanjong Karang, you really stupid! 
N: Hey pukimak! 

 

Based on the transcription reference above, it is remarkable that the Speaker N 

articulated the word ‘pukimak’ as to reply to the Speaker J. It can be seen that the Speaker N 

was being provoked by Speaker J when he said that Speaker N is really stupid. It is 

unacceptable to utter the particular words especially in a parliamentary setting as 

Tambunsaribu (2019) described in his study that the word ‘pukimak’ is considered offensive



35  

and derogatory. The particular term is related to the woman’s genital in which it could be 

disrespectful to enunciate it during communicating with others. 

 

 

4.1.3 Emphatic Swearing 

 

Based on the Table 1, emphatic swearing was used as much as the dysphemistic swearing. 

According to Slamet Setiawan and Fatimatuzzahroh (2018) emphatic swearing is used when 

the speaker wants to emphasize or make something significant. Similarly, Lingoda (2018) 

stressed that emphatic swearing is among the most accepted category of swearing whereby 

the words like ‘fucking’ or ‘shit’ are placed strategically in the sentences in order to exert an 

extra pressure to a statement. For example, in recording number four, we can see that the 

speaker used the word “bodoh’ in reference to the noun ‘kenyataan’. 

 

Figure 10: Screenshot at one minute and twelve seconds of the recording four 

Below is the transcription reference of the fourth data recording: 

[AZ:17:June20:(1:12:4] 

S: BRIM berapa? Kamu ambil GST 41 billion pastu…… 

P: [Duduk, duduk 

B: Shah Alam! Duduk! 

P: Kenyataan bodoh begitu tak payah, saya kata…. 

 

In reference to the transcription above, we can see that Speaker P emphasized the 

word ‘bodoh’ in regards to refer to the statement given by Speaker S. In this recording, the 
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Members of Parliament were arguing about the government’s income specifically Bantuan 

Rakyat 1 Malaysia (BR1M). In corresponding to Marsden (2009), the emphatic swearing 

used by the speakers can be characterized by tone, unusual stress or the volume stressed on a 

particular swear word. In relation to the above reference, Speaker P was stressing on the word 

‘bodoh’ in the particular parliamentary recording. 

 

4.2 Research Question 2: Why are the Unparliamentary Languages Being Used in the 

Malaysia Parliament Setting? 

 

There are three categories of swear words that have been used by the participants of this 

study. In particular, dysphemistic swearing, abusive swearing and emphatic swearing were 

the most recurrently uttered categories of swear words by the participants. To elaborate more, 

the three different categories of swearing are known as a propositional swearing. Swearing is 

considered as one of the unparliamentary languages due to the fact that it can contravene the 

parliament credibility and undermines the parliament harmony. 

 
 

4.2.1 Emotions 

 

It can be said that the participants uttered swear words mainly because they were expressing 

their emotions through words. In the first recording, it can be noticed that ‘fuck you’ was 

uttered by one of the Member of Parliament. Bhuiyan (2017) regarded the term as awful and 

it can cause violence on the parliament credibility. In parliamentary debate setting, one should 

behave and communicate in a well proper manner in order to maintain a harmonious 

parliamentary session as guided by the Standing Orders of the Dewan Rakyat. However, 

Wong (2017) discussed that the reason someone cursed is due to the fact that it made someone 

feel like the pain was less intense. Likewise, Wulandri and Firmawan (2020) in their study 

highlighted that swearing was found to link with psychological motives in which the swear 

words were uttered with the aim to express sentiment and emotions. In this context,
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we can say that the overwhelming emotions that were felt by the participant has led him to 

articulate the particular swear words to the person he was talking to. 

Next, Gomez (2012) in her writing described dysphemism as a term that is 

corresponding to insultations. It is in parallel with the findings of this study in which 

dysphemistic swearing was among the frequently uttered category of swearing. It is 

distinguishable in several recordings in which ‘bodoh’ and ‘you’re stupid’ were articulated 

numerous times by the participants. To add, Intan Norjahan Azman, Naem Farveez Azim 

Azmi, Marlyna Maros and Kesumawati Abu Bakar (2017) discussed that ‘bodoh’ and ‘stupid’ 

are the most common swear words used by the Malaysia’s communities. They further 

highlighted that swearing in English is not foreign in Malaysian context seeing that 

Malaysians are multilinguals. The main reason why the participants opted to articulate the 

swear words according to Steinmetz (2017) is because swearing has been proven to help us to 

convey and unleash our feelings practically. Likewise, Cooper (2015) discussed that swearing 

has been found to elevate and improve pain tolerance, increased heart rate and decreased 

perceived pain compared with not swearing. 

 
 

4.2.2 Power 

 
 

Apart from emotions as the factor of the utterances of unparliamentary language, power can 

also be one of the factors causing the usage of unparliamentary language specifically swear 

words in parliamentary settings. 

It is noticeable that a majority number of parliament sittings are filled by men. 

Sharifah Shahirah (2013) highlighted in her study that though half of Malaysia's electorates 

are female, male are still the majority representation in the parliament. In line to that, 

Guvendir (2015) discussed that males tend to behave more harshly than females and 

frequently use swear words to dominate the situation. Hence, this is one of the factors that 
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lead to swearing behavior among the Members of Parliament, specifically the participants of 

this study. 

Correspondingly, Burton (2012) highlighted that apart from pain relief, swearing was 

found to give the speaker a stronger degree of authority over such a horrible situation and 

control over it. Therefore, it can be said that the utterances of swear words among the 

participants in this study were partly because they want to express their power and show 

dominance during the interaction. This is parallel with Worrall (2018) in which he discussed 

the relation of swearing among gender. He further argued that men were found to 

aggressively use swear words or bad language particularly to dominate the discussion. 

Therefore, power and dominance are one of the trigger factors that lead to swearing behavior 

especially among the participants of this study. 

 

 

 
4.3 Chapter Summary 

 

In this particular chapter, the findings of this study were being reviewed. The swear words 

were categorized respectively and the examples of the swear words that were uttered in the 

transcriptions were stated in this chapter. Moreover, the research questions of this study were 

answered together with the discussions in this particular chapter. 
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CHAPTER 5 

 

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

5.0 OVERVIEW OF THE CHAPTER 
 

Chapter Five represents the final part of this study which summarizes and concludes the 

whole paper. The research questions of this study are restated and the summary of the 

findings is briefly explained. The limitations pertaining to this study is highlighted and the 

recommendations for future research are outlined. 

 

 

5.1 Conclusion of the Study 

 

This research reported on the conversation analysis of unparliamentary language in 

Malaysian Parliament. This study aims to answer on two research questions which are: 

RQ 1: What are the unparliamentary languages used in the Malaysian Parliament? 

 

RQ 2: Why is the unparliamentary language being used in the Malaysian Parliament? 

The participants of this study consisted of five video recordings in Malaysian 

Parliament setting. The participants are also included with the Members of Parliament and Tuan 

Speaker Dewan of the parliamentary sessions. The data went through conversational analysis in 

which the total of five recordings were transcribed. From this study, the results have shown that 

eight different swear words were identified through conversation analysis. 

The phenomenon of swearing behavior is not a new thing to humans as we tend to use 

it consciously or unconsciously in our daily life. As a matter of fact, the utterances of swear 

words can affect people positively and negatively. Based on the findings discussed in Chapter 

Four, a conclusion pertaining to the research questions is made. The results of the
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analysis showed that there were the utterances of unparliamentary languages specifically swear 

words in the Malaysian Parliament debate sessions. For instance, the swear words ‘bodoh’, ‘fuck 

you’ and ‘pukimak’ were among the enunciated swear words during the debate sessions. 

When discussing the factors behind the usage of unparliamentary language in 

Malaysian Parliament, it was found that the unparliamentary language was being used in 

parliamentary settings mainly because of emotions and to express power and dominance 

among the Members of Parliament. Emotions are among the main elements that trigger 

someone or a person to articulate any swear words. To add more, being provoked by the other 

speakers also led to the utterances of swear words by the Members of Parliament during the 

debate sessions. In the meantime, the findings also discovered that the participants of this 

study swear as the matter of fact to express power, competency and dominance. Since the 

Members of Parliament in Malaysia are majority sitted by male, the possibilities of swearing 

behavior is higher due to the fact that male tend to express or show power and dominance 

specifically when having discussions or conversations. 

5.2 Limitations of the Study 

 

This section discussed the limitation of this study. Based on the period of time taken to carry 

out this study, the researcher was aware of some limitations that were present throughout the 

study. 

Firstly, regarding the past and existing studies, due to the limited number of existing 

literature concerning this phenomenon, it was difficult to find information specifically on 

swearing behavior and unparliamentary languages in parliamentary settings. Apart from that, 

the sample was small due to the selections of the data that have been chosen. This is due to the 

fact that the duration of the recordings selected for this study has to be narrowed to a 
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maximum of five minutes only due to the time constraint. Not only that, there were only a few 

recordings that consisted of the utterances of swear words in particular in Malaysia. 

Furthermore, as this study conducted a qualitative based approach, there were only 

five recordings of parliamentary debate sessions as participants involved in this study. 

However, for such a small number of participants, it could not represent the data of the 

Members of Parliament as a whole. 

To add, the focus of this study was only in Malaysian Parliament setting. This means 

that the attention is only directed towards the video recording of Malaysian Parliament setting 

on YouTube in order to identify the swear words used during the debate sessions. 

Following the second research question, there were several factors which had been 

identified from the data transcriptions of the recordings. However, all these factors are 

equivocal and are open for discussions due to the fact that they are merely from the 

perspectives of the researcher herself. 

 

 

5.3 Recommendations of the Study 

 

Upon completion of this study, there are a few recommendations that the researcher would 

like to present to assist future studies based on the limitations of this study. 

It is admitted that this study focused on a relatively small sample of participants. It is 

recommended that more extensive studies be conducted using larger samples so the findings 

can be generalized to the entire parliamentary members across Malaysia. 

Furthermore, the future research should seek for potential case study to achieve 

extended understanding on this area. It could be focusing not only in the parliamentary 

settings but also in other formal settings. It allows the researchers to strive for elaboration and 

greater clarity on this social phenomenon. 
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Last but not least, it is recommended for future research to study different points of 

focus concerning this particular phenomenon such as the attitudes and behaviors within a 

mixed-method approach for a more thorough study. 
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APPENDIX 

 

 

 

 

Recording 1 

“Ucapan KJ terganggu, Bung Mokhtar ajak gaduh” 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ohY1XvJLO1s 
YouTube Account:MStar Online Malaysia 

Date: 7
th

 August 2018 

Duration of the recording: Two minutes and twenty-one seconds 

Participants: R:Rembau, K:Kinabatangan, S:Speaker of the Dewan, A:Audience, O:Others 
Context of the recording: The parliament was discussing about the issue of SST and GST 

 

R: Dan harga barang ini yang Tuan Yang di-Pertua, ada banyak sebab (.) dia naik dia turun (.) 

sebab utama sepertimana yang kita semua tahu, adala::h 

 

 

K: [Boleh minta perjelasan 

 

 

K: Terima kasih Rembau. Rembau sedarkah bahawa saya ke Pasar Borong Selayang, dan 

melihat harga barang, harga barang waktu GST rendah se….. 

 

 

3 [Bukan kasino ka kinabatangan 

 

 

K: Apa ini? Biadap (.) Ini kurang ajar, ini tarik balik ini biadap Yang di-Pertua, memang 

kurang ajar, Yang Berhormat tak layak duduk sini, samseng, what you want? You nak gaduh 

dengan saya? Ini time 

 

 

3 [Tanya saja kinabatangan 

 

 

K: FUCK YOU DUDUK AH FUCK YOU 
 

 
 

A: (woooo) tarik bali:::::k tarik bali:::::k 
 

 
 

K: [Kau salah orang, kau salah orang 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ohY1XvJLO1s
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O: Dato Timbalan Yang di-Pertua (.) Kinabatangan kena tarik balik perkataan (.) Dato Yang 

di-Pertua Kinabatangan 
 

K: [Kau mabuk mabuk malam malam 
 

O: [Jangan marah marah Kinabatangan 

K: [Ini mabuk malam malam 

O: [Tuan Yang di-Pertua harus mengambil tindakan ((inaudible noise)) 
 

S: Kinatanga:::n (0.6) Kinabatangan 

(( inaudible noise)) 

O: Kinabatanga::n 
 

S: Kinabatangan, dalam dewan yang mulia ini kita telah disekolahkan oleh Yang Berhormat 
Kuala Kurau 

 

K: [di sekolah kami takda sekolah 

S: Jadi:: saya minta lah 

K: [ini takda sekolah 
 

S: Yang Berhormat Kuala Kurau juga sekolahkan pihak disana 
 

K: This is my (plough) you sit down (0.3) Saya nak tanya Rembau 

O: Itu kata kata yang tidak, tidak bermoral 

O: Tuan Yang di-Pertua, rasa Kinabatangan harus dihalau keluar ((inaudible noise)) 

O: Peraturan mesyuarat 

S: Kinabatanga::n, ikut peraturan mesyuarat 
 

S: Teruskan dengan ((inaudible noise)) Rembau 

O: Kinabatangan patut dihalau keluar 

S: Sa, saya minta semua berhenti bercakap kecuali Rembau this is your floor, sila Rembau 

O: [Yang di-Pertua 
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Recording 2 

“Noh Omar drops the ‘P’ word in Dewan Rakyat” 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JN7NwtulvK4 

YouTube Account:Free Malaysia Today 

Date: 27
th

 November 2019 

Duration of the recording: Three minutes and thirty seconds 

Participants: N:Noh Omar, J:Jelutong, S:Speaker of the Dewan 

Context of the recording: The recording started with Noh Omar, Tanjung Karang MP stating 

the case of Nga Kor Ming’s superfans Facebook account that insulted the Sultan Selangor. 

He lose his patient to RSN Rayer, the Jelutong MP 
 

N: Kes menghina Sultan Selangor, kes menghina Sultan Selangor ini juga kita sedia maklum 

bahawa kalau kita lihat ini ialah yang membuat laporan ini ialah pengirim Sultan sendiri, 

pengirim Sultan sendiri membuat laporan polis kepada fb Nga Kor Ming superfans ini pun (.) 

mesti dilihat serius, kerana (.) dalam (.) fb Nga Kor Ming superfans ini, dia menghina Sultan 

Selangor, saya orang Selangor saya nak ulang lagi dan (.) daripada jawapan yang 

 

 

J: [Yang Berhormat 

 

 

N: [ye nanti dulu, dalam 

jawapan yang saya dapat, bahawa (.) kes…. 

 

 

J: [Yang Berhormat, Yang Berhormat, peraturan dewan jangan sebut nama Nga 

Kor Ming, yang disiasat adalah Yang Berhormat (.) daripada Pekan, dia yang memuat naik 

perkara itu jadi jangan (.) melanggar peraturan 
 

N: Saya, saya nak bergaduh dengan dia 
 

J: [dah kenapa sebut nama Nga Kor Ming] 

N: Yang Berhormat pekak! ((inaudile noise)) 

S: Baik, Jelutong takpe sila 
 

N: Tuan speaker saya boleh halau dia 
 

J: [Yang Berhormat (.) betul, jangan buat tuduhan begitu] 

N: Bo (0.2) bodoh betul 

J: [Siapa bodoh? Kamu yang bodoh 
 

N: SAYA INI, SAYA BACA INI, BACA NI PENGIRIM, PENGIRIM SULTAN LAPOR 

POLIS KEPADA FB NGA KOR MING SUPERFANS, INI! 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JN7NwtulvK4
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J: Yang disiasat adalah Yang Berhormat Pekan, Yang disiasat adalah Yang Berhormat Pekan 

dipanggil untuk ((inaudible noise)) 
 

S: Baik (.) Jeluto:::ng, Jeluto:::ng, Tanjong Kara::ng, ini peringkat jawatankuasa, ini 

peringkat jawatankuasa rujuk butiran mana? 
 

N: Butiran (tulisan la ni) 

S: Baik silakan 

N: Saya merujuk juga (.) bahawa, perkara yang sama saya telah bangkit 
 

J: [Tuan pengerusi] 
 

N: Saya telah pun mendapat jawapan 
 

J: [Tanjong Karang! 
 

N: Kes semasa telah dalam siasatan polis 
 

J: [Tanjong Karang! 
 

N: Dan saya nak mintak, supaya kes yang melibatkan 
 

J: [Tanjong Karang! Tanjong Karang! Tanjong Karang! 
 

N: [yang melibatkan fb Nga Kor Ming 

(inaudible noise) 
 

J: [Tanjong Karang (.) jangan buat kenyataan melibatkan orang yang tak terlibat (.) itu 

memesongkan dewan 
 

P: Tanjong (.) Tanjong Karang, boleh saya tanya soalan berkenaan apa yang ditimbulkan? 

N: Ya… 

P: Boleh saya tanya soalan berkenaan apa yang ditimbulkan? 

N: Saya baca ((berkenaan rekod polisan)) 

P: [Ya la, saya nak tanya soalan berkenaan apa yang 
ditimbulkan 

 

N: (unclear voices) Ialah mengenai kes…… 
 

P: [Adakah, adakah Tanjong Karang tahu bahawa Nga Kor 

Ming superfans page, (.) facebook page itu bukannya Nga Kor Ming? 
 

N: Betul la….sa sa saya tak cakap Nga Kor Ming 
 

P: [Alright, so siapa:::::: 
 

N: Sebab itu saya kata 
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P: [Siapakah Tanjong Karang merujuk kepada sekarang? 

N: Saya…saya tengah merujuk kepada… 

J: [Tengah merujuk kepada Peka::n la! Yang membuat 
kenyataan itu adalah Pekan. 

 

S: Jeluto::ng, sila (.) tujukan, tujukan kepada Tanjong Karang bagi penjelasan 

N: Ya! Saya cakap ini apa yang saya kata…. 

J: You are stupid la Tanjong Karang, you really stupid! 

N: Hey pukimak! 

S: Jeluto::ng 
 

(( inaudible noises)) 
 

N: Ini! Tuan speaker! Kalau nak dewan ini aman, halau dia::! Halau dia! (.) Kurang ajar betul 
la! You jangan kurang ajar! 

 

((inaudible noises)) 
 

S: Saya minta Jelutong 
 

J: Apa pendirian Yang Berhormat kalau kenyataan itu dibuat oleh Pekan, adakah Yang 

Berhormat setuju dia dikenakan tindakan? 
 

N: Yang Berhormat 
 

S: Baik, ini floor Tanjong Karang, sila 
 

N: Dia, dia ni pekak ke? Saya kata sesiapa sahaja. Sesiapa sahaja kalau dia telah membuat 
laporan polis, mesti disiasat dan diambil tindakan, itu maksud saya! 
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Recording 3 

“Babi dan bodoh di DUN Melaka” 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GEX0k7VtEmU 

YouTube Account: KiniTV 

Date: 11
th

 May 2020 

Duration of the recording: One minute and ten seconds 

Participants: P:Pengkalan Batu, S:Sungai Udang, O:Others 

Context of the recording: The recording started with the Assemblyman from Pengkalan Batu, 

Norhizam Hassan Baktee and the former Choef Minister of Melaka, Idris Haron, shouting 

and swearing at each other about an issue of concern 

 

P: BABI 
 

O: ((Kepala)) 

P: Pengkhianat! 

S: Lu jantan la mari sini! 

P: Lu jantan mari sini! 

S: Bodoh! 
 

P: Bodoh! Bodoh! 
 

S: PENGKHIANAT! PENGKIANAT! 

P: BABI! 

S: PENGKHIANAT! 

P: BABI! 

S: PENGKHIANAT! 

P: BABI! 

S: PENGKHIANAT! 
 

P: BABI BABI BABI BABI! 
 

O: TARIK BALIK! TARIK BALIK! 

P: BABI BABI BABI! 

O: TARIK BALIK! 
 

P: BABI! BABI! BODOH! 
 

((Inaudible noise)) 

S: Pengkhianat! 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GEX0k7VtEmU
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P: Bodoh! 

((Inaudible noise)) 

P: BABI! BABI! BABI! 
 

((Inaudible noise)) 
 

O: Ini perangai kerjaan baru ke? 

P: Lu pahal?! Lu pahal? 

O: Bodoh! 
 

O: Lu jantan ka? 



55  

Recording 4 

“‘Perang mulut’ Khalid-Othman hangatkan Dewan Rakyat” 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=P5poNtVITeU 
YouTube Account: KiniTV 

Date: 26
th

 October 2017 

Duration: Three minutes and forty-six seconds 

Participants: S:Shah Alam, B:Bagan Serai, P:Pendang, T:Speaker of the Dewan 
Context of the recording: The parliament session discussed the issue of ‘Bantuan Rakyat 1 

Malaysia’ (BR1M) and Goods and Service Tax (GST). The argument arised when one of the 

MP uttered ‘bodoh’ to the Shah Alam MP. 
 

S: Saya tak tuduh siapa siapa, saya kata masalah tu wujud kita kena akui wujudnya masalah 
 

B: Dato Seri Speaker, ada orang kata ada saya dengar ada orang kata BRIM ini rasuah la 

dedak la apa semua tapi dalam plan nya dia pun nak sambung bagi BRIM jugak, GST banyak 

menolong, GST banyak menolong kerjaan dan rakyat tapi ada orang nak bawak negara ini 

kepada SST, patah balik 
 

S: Speaker, nak BRIM tapi tak nak ambik GST 

B: Saya dengar ada….baik 

P: Ni saya nak bagitahu kat Shah Alam ni, dia dah keluar ni. Timbalan Menteri Kewangan 

mengumumkan kemarin GST 2016 hanya 41 billion, 41 billion itu hanya untuk Kementerian 

Pendidikan sahaja. Kena faham, bukan reti, rambut saja putih, dia ingat boleh bagi dia semua 

ka, apa lah, satu kementerian sahaja 
 

S: BRIM berapa? Kamu ambil GST 41 billion pastu…… 

P: [Duduk, duduk 

B: Shah Alam! Duduk! 
 

P: Kenyataan bodoh begitu tak payah, saya kata…. 
 

S: Pendang…Tarik balik kenyataan 

((Inaudible noise) 

P: Saya kata kenyataan bodoh, the stupid 

S: Kenapa bodoh? 

P: Saya kata kenyataan bodoh sebabnya 
 

B: Dato Seri Speaker siapa yang nak berbahas ni? Dato Seri Speaker 

S: 

P: Duduk la, aku nak habaq kat hang, duduk duduk 
 

T: Pendang, Pendang, Pendang, Pendang bagi soalan kepada Bagan Serai Yang Berhormat 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=P5poNtVITeU
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P: Saya kata kutipan GST itu hanya cukup untuk satu kementerian sahaja, itu perbelanjaan 

terkumpul la, faham la, kalau nak dibandingkan memang la kecil kita bagi BRIM 6 billion 

tetapi jangan anggap 6 billion tu nak belanja semua, ini tak faham! 
 

T: Terima kasih Pendang. Bagan Serai sila bangun 

B: Dato Speaker, saya habiskan 

S: Bagan Serai 

B: Shah Alam 

S: Biar saya bagi spot, siapa yang kata GST nak kena (( )) kepada kementerian 
 

B: Bawak bertenang duduk dulu. Saya ucapkan terima kasih kepada Pendang atas pemikiran 

S: Itu satu dakwaan yang bodoh, itu 

B: Saya tak kata GST nak biayai kepada semua menteri 

S: GST bukan 

P: Yang Berhormat, kutip berjuta juta 

S: Yela pasal GST 

T: Pendang 
 

P: Tu la saya cakap bodoh 
 

S: Pendapatan kerajaan hanya GST je bodoh! 

T: Yang Berhormat, Yang Berhormat… 

S: Pendapatan kerajaan hanya GST je, apa ni 

B: Shah Alam, Shah Alam! 

B: Tak reti peraturan 

P: Memang bodoh 

S: Tu kenyataan yang bodoh 
 

B: Eh duduk, eh peraturan mana Shah Alam berdiri ni, ha duduk, senang, saya yang baru pun 

tahu peraturan Dato Seri Speaker bangun tanpa keizinan ni satu kesalahan juga 
 

T: Yang Berhornat, jauhkan dari perkataan-perkataan yang tak boleh digunakan dalam 

parlimen. Bodoh itu perkataan yang unparliamentary ya 
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Recording 5 

“Perkataan “P” tidak dibenarkan dalam Parlimen” 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=F3YY-i8ILKE 

YouTube Account: KiniTV 

Date: 17
th

 July 2019 

Duration: Three minutes and forty-one seconds 

Participants: S:Speaker of the Dewan, K:Kuala Kurau, P:Puncak Borneo, T:Tanjong Karang 

Context of the recording: The Members of Parliament were arguing about the Standing 

Order or the ruling of the parliament pertaining to the words that cannot be used during the 

session 

 

S: Ok kita dengar peraturan mesyuarat silakan 
 

K: Saya dah sebut peraturan 36 4 (0.3) Tak ada telinga ke? (0.5) Saya mintak dengan cara 

baik, Yang Berhormat Speaker ruling peraturan 36 4, peraturan 36 6 mengenai perkataan 

merompak perompak tersebut, adakah boleh dibenarkan diguna dalam dewan ini. Itu sahaja 

saya minta ruling 

P: Kuala Kurau kalau nak sekolahkan pihak disini, sekolahkan juga blok pembangkang 

disana 

((Inaudible noise)) 
 

S: Ya, ya Puncak Borneo sila duduk 
 

P: Kenapa Yang Berhormat tuju kepada Bagan sahaja? Kenapa tak tuju kepada Pasir Salak 

dengan Kinabatangan? Banyak perkara 

S: Puncak Borneo sila duduk ok 
 

S: Podah pun tak boleh guna tu, itu pun menyalahi Akta 1952, itu lagi salah 
 

S: Yang Berhormat Kuala Kurau ( 2 sec) Yang Berhormat Puncak Borneo. Saya…amaran ya 

amaran yang pertama 

K: Kenapa kena amaran kalau saya tanya secara elok, orang mencelah tanpa kebenaran tak 

bagi amaran ke? 

S: Siapa? 
 

K: Itu! Puncak Borneo! Berapa kali saya cakap supaya Tarik balik 

S: Puncak Borneo supaya duduk 

K: Tarik balik perkataan saya, Tarik balik 

S: Perkataan podah eh? 

K: [ Ha podah, Tarik balik] 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=F3YY-i8ILKE
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S: Podah eh? 
 

P: Ok saya tarik balik perkataan podah tapi kalau nak ajar sebelah sini, tolong ajar sebelah 

sana juga, that is fair, if you are professional you should know…. 

T: Tuan Speaker kata kalau perompak tak boleh ini lagi ((pundek)) 

S: Tengok…..saya tak pernah sebut….sila duduk, sila duduk 

((Inaudible noise)) 

S: Sila duduk, sila duduk, tenteram sedikit ya. Saya tak pernah sebut sehingga ini lah bahawa 

perkattan perompak itu dibenarkan, ya. Malah banyak perkataan yang digunakan di dewan ini 

seharusnya tidak boleh digunakan, perkataan P tadi perkataan podah tadi mengajak orang 

keluar untuk berbalah bertumbuk dan sebagainya. Semuanya menyalahi peraturan mesyuarat, 

ya. Jadi baik kalau nak petua daripada saya, ruling, boleh saya buat sekarang. Tiga perkataan 

podah tidak boleh digunakan, perkataan p tidak boleh digunakan perompak pun tidak boleh 

digunakan, komunis pun tidak boleh digunakan. List nya senarainya amat panjang (4 secs) 

Jadi untuk meleraikan keadaan, saya buat ruling berkenaan perompak tidak boleh digunakan, 

apa masalahnya 


